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Abstract
We present on the status of POLARBEAR-2 A (PB2-A) focal plane fabrication.
The PB2-A is the first of three telescopes in the Simons Array, which is an array
of three cosmic microwave background polarization-sensitive telescopes located at
the POLARBEAR site in Northern Chile. As the successor to the PB experiment, each
telescope and receiver combination is named as PB2-A, PB2-B, and PB2-C. PB2-A
and -B will have nearly identical receivers operating at 90 and 150 GHz while PB2-C
will house a receiver operating at 220 and 270 GHz. Each receiver contains a focal
plane consisting of seven close-hex packed lenslet-coupled sinuous antenna transition
edge sensor bolometer arrays. Each array contains 271 dichroic optical pixels, each
of which has four TES bolometers for a total of 7588 detectors per receiver. We have
produced a set of two types of candidate arrays for PB2-A. The first we call Version
11 (V11) uses a silicon oxide (SiOx ) for the transmission lines and crossover process
for orthogonal polarizations. The second we call Version 13 (V13) uses silicon nitride
(SiNx ) for the transmission lines and cross-under process for orthogonal polarizations.
We have produced enough of each type of array to fully populate the focal plane of
the PB2-A receiver. The average wirebond yield for V11 and V13 arrays is 93.2%
and 95.6%, respectively. The V11 arrays had a superconducting transition tempera-
ture (Tc) of 452 ± 15 mK, a normal resistance (Rn) of 1.25 ± 0.20 , and saturation
powers of 5.2 ± 1.0 pW and 13 ± 1.2 pW for the 90 and 150 GHz bands, respectively.
The V13 arrays had a superconducting transition temperature (Tc) of 456 ± 6 mK, a
normal resistance (Rn) of 1.1 ± 0.2 , and saturation powers of 10.8 ± 1.8 pW and
22.9 ± 2.6 pW for the 90 and 150 GHz bands, respectively. Production and charac-
terization of arrays for PB2-B are ongoing and are expected to be completed by the
summer of 2018. We have fabricated the first three candidate arrays for PB2-C but do
not have any characterization results to present at this time.
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1 Introduction
Currently, there are many experiments attempting to measure the polarization the
CMB to unprecedented precision. Many of these polarimeters currently being built,
deployed, and/or operated [1–5] while others are in the design and funding stages
[6–8]. This work focuses on the fabrication and characterization of the focal plane for
the PB2-A telescope of the Simons Array [9].
We fabricate the arrays at the Marvell Nanofabrication Facility (MNF) at UC Berke-
ley using a series of thin film deposition, photolithographic, and etching techniques.
[10] The PB2-A focal plane requires seven 90/150 dichroic arrays that meet the per-
formance requirements outlined in Table 1.
Throughout this process, we have tried 13 different design iterations which we call
versions. Initially, we focused on SiOx as the dielectric material and implemented this
design using a “cross over” structure to electrically isolate orthogonal polarizations
(see Fig. 1). We converged on a reliable fabrication recipe on the 11th iteration and
will refer to these arrays from now as V11 arrays. After fabricating enough V11 arrays
to deploy PB2-A, we began work on arrays which use SiNx as the dielectric for the
microstrip (see Fig. 1). The loss tangent for SiNx is about a factor ∼ 10 lower than
SiOx , which translates into an increase in optical efficiency of the each pixel by a
factor of ∼1.5–2. We have developed a process using SiNx as the dielectric and a
“cross under” for the orthogonal polarizations, which we call Version 13 (V13). The
V13 process eliminates two deposition and three lithographic steps compared to V11
Table 1 A table breaking down the requirements for the PB2-A bolometer arrays. The Rn requirement is
set by the DfMux readout and is the same for all bands. The Psat requirement is set by optical loading and
sensitivity calculations for each band and is therefore different for each band. The Tc requirement is set by
optimizing phonon noise for a given saturation power. In practice, the range is quite broad as we can tune
the saturation power (Psat) of the detectors by modulating bolometer geometry given a Tc with a minimal
noise hit. The difference in saturation power targets for V11 and V13 comes from the fact that we expect
greater optical efficiency with the V13 design and are quoted as ranges to accommodate multiple HWP
locations and variance in weather. The PB2-A bands are chosen to maximize sensitivity for the CMB within
the atmospheric windows available in Chile while avoiding the carbon monoxide (CO) lines at 110 and 115
GHz. The intrinsic time constant τ0 is set by the readout bandwidth and the rotation rate of the HWP
Band Specification Version 11 Version 13
90 Band center (GHz) 89.5 ± 4.5 89.5 ± 4.5
Fractional Bandwidth 0.324 ± 0.032 0.324 ± 0.032
Saturation power (pW) 5–7 7–9
150 Band center (GHz) 147.5 ± 7.4 147.5 ± 7.4
Fractional Bandwidth 0.260 ± 0.026 0.260 ± 0.026
Saturation power (pW) 9–15 17–24
All Warm yield (%) > 90%
Normal resistance Rn () 1.2 ± 0.3
Operating resistance Rn () 0.8 ± 0.2
Transition temperature Tc (mK) 420–470
Intrinsic time constant τ0 (ms) 10–25
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Fig. 1 A series of photographs detailing a PB2-A pixel. Radiation excites a broadband sinuous antenna,
which is coupled to a pair of orthogonal microstrip transmission lines (panels A and B). Either “cross overs”
in V11 (panel E) or “cross unders” in V13 (panel D) electrically isolate each polarization. Photographs and
cartoons of cross-unders and crossovers are shown in panels D and E to show the current path for top (T)
and bottom (B) channels. The radiation is carried to a pair of lumped-element filters by the niobium (Nb)
mictrostrip, which separates the incoming radiation into bands (panels B and C). The power from each
band is then terminated on a titanium (Ti) resistor and converted into heat and coupled to a comparatively
large pair of palladium (Pd) thermal ballasts (panel C). The temperature fluctuations are measured using
digital frequency division multiplexing (DfMUX) to operate the aluminum manganese (AlMn) TES’s in a
negative electrothermal feedback (panel C). [11] (Color figure online)
process which translates into a 3% increase in warm fabrication yield. We discuss the
current production and characterization status of both V11 and V13 arrays.
2 The POLARBEAR-2 A Focal Plane
The PB2-A focal plane contains seven close-hex packed broadband sinuous antenna
TES bolometer arrays. Each array has 271 polarization-sensitive pixels with two
TES bolometers per band and polarization (four per pixel) for a total of 7588 TES
bolometers. The bolometer arrays are read out with 40X digital frequency division mul-
tiplexing (DfMUX) via cold readout hardware mounted to the back of each module.
[11,12] Each pixel is optically coupled to the telescope with two-layer anti-reflection
coated hemispherical silicon lenslets as shown in the middle and right panels of Fig. 2.
2.1 Pixel Design
For the purposes of this paper, each pixel contains two basic structures: the RF circuit
and the bolometers, both of which are described in detail in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 2 Photographs of a PB2-A candidate array at three different stages of assembly for integration into the
main receiver. The bolometer array and lenslet array (behind the device array) are aligned and mounted to
a hex-shaped gold-plated invar structure (left). We chose invar to minimize differential thermal contraction
between the support structure and the arrays. The gold plating maximizes thermal conductivity while having
low emissivity. The module is assembled with cryogenic readout hardware incased in a hexagonal gold-
plated tube, which provides RF and mechanical shielding for the readout electronics (middle). Wirebonds
(not shown) from bond pads at the edge of the arrays are connected to the cold readout components which
cannot be seen in this photograph. Seven candidate arrays are installed into the PB2-A focal plane (right)
(Color figure online)
2.1.1 RF Circuit
The RF circuit is composed of a polarization-sensitive broadband sinuous antenna,
a pair of superconducting microstrip transmission lines, two three-pole Chebyshev
filters, and a titanium (Ti) termination resistor. Each pixel is coupled to a hemispherical
lenslet which focuses light from the telescope on to each of the sinuous antennae in
the array. The Nb microstrips (one for each polarization axis) carry the radiation to
the dichroic filters that split the radiation into two bands, each with ∼ 30% fractional
bandwidth as shown in panels A and B of Fig. 1. The transmission lines are constructed
with a Nb ground plane coated with a dielectric material (SiOx or SiNx ) and Nb
microstrip line patterned on top of that as shown in all panels of Fig. 1. The RF circuit
requires that orthogonal transmission lines cross one another while being electrically
isolated. This is achieved with either building a “cross over” or a “cross under,” which
allow each polarization to be sensed by separate bolometers as shown in panels D and
E of Fig. 1. We designate bolometers to be “top” (T) or “bottom” (B) bolometers if their
microstrip forms the physical top or bottom portion of the crossover/-under as shown
in Fig. 1. Since V11 and V13 implement different designs, we also made appropriate
mapping corrections to our wiring mask to keep this naming convention consistent.
The power from each band and polarization is converted into heat by lumped-element
titanium (Ti) located at the center of bolometers shown in panel C of Fig. 1.
2.1.2 Bolometers
Fluctuations in power delivered to the Ti resistor are thermally coupled to and sensed
by a TES via high-heat capacity thermal ballasts made of palladium (Pd) as seen
in panel C of Fig. 1. Superconducting Nb leads provide voltage bias for the digital
frequency division multiplexing (DfMux) readout by routing connections for each TES
to bond pads at the edges of the array. [12] The bolometers are four-legged floating
structures that provide thermal isolation from the 250 mK bath. Two of the legs carry
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the filtered power from each band and polarization along microstrip to Ti termination
resistors while the other two legs hold Nb leads which provide the AlMn TES with
bias for readout. This design allows for straightforward modification of the bolometric
properties by simply scaling the geometry of each structure. For example, we make
modifications to the normal resistance (Rn) of the array by simply changing the number
of squares for the TES and to the saturation power (Psat) simply by changing the length
of the legs of the bolometer structure. The time constant of the bolometer is tuned by
changing the volume (foot print and thickness) of the Pd thermal ballast.
3 Characterization Status
The SA focal planes are fabricated at UC Berkeley by two dedicated fabrication engi-
neers. We have demonstrated that we can fabricate one array approximately every two
weeks per fabrication engineer on average when accounting for machine downtime.
Once an array is completed with no reported issues from the fabrication engineer, we
begin to characterize the array. For stable fabrication processes like V11 and V13, we
find that ∼ 90% of the arrays that we begin processing on are suitable for further char-
acterization. The ∼ 10% loss comes from unexpected tool behavior and/or handling
errors and is not a flaw of the fabrication process itself. To date, we have finished the
fabrication of seven V11 arrays and eight V13 arrays and characterization is ongoing,
which will determine the final configuration of the PB2-A plane. The target specifi-
cations of the arrays are set by sensitivity requirements of PB2-A and are shown in
Table 1.
3.1 RoomTemperature Characterization
Room temperature characterization starts with process monitoring and visual inspec-
tion at each step of the fabrication process to check for arrays obvious fabrication
errors. Any individual process that has visual defects and/or deviates from our pro-
cess specifications requires further inspection to determine whether they should be
discarded, reworked, or are suitable for further processing. Once we have completed
an array in a nominal manner, we measure linewidth of Nb microstrip, the Ti resistor,
and the TES as well as the thickness of the microstrip dielectric layer at nine points
across the array to ensure we have good fidelity with respect to the design. We find
that linewidth varies by less than 5% across the wafer and dielectric thickness varies
by less than 3% across the wafer. We also take electrical measurements of intrapixel
test structures in these nine locations to measure the room temperature resistance of
Ti resistor and TES as well as crossover/-under symmetry and isolation.
Arrays which pass all of these criteria are then prepared for cryogenic tests by
wire bonding the detectors and mating them with a lenslet array and the necessary
cold readout hardware [12]. The resistance of the leads is proportional to length, and
therefore, the resistance decreases with radial distance from the center, which is used to
define the expected resistance of a given bolometer and its Nb leads. These resistance
checks are used to screen the Nb leads for shorts between pairs of leads, shorts to
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Table 2 Summary of the warm wired bond yield characterization data for 15 candidate arrays for PB2-A
and PB2-B, which is used to define wirebond yield. V13 arrays have better yield than V11 due to the
reduction in steps required to make them as the cross-under process requires three fewer steps compared to
the crossover process.
Array Name Wirebond Yield (%)
PB2-11-01 92.5
PB2-11-02 95.7
PB2-11-03 93.5
PB2-11-04 88.2
PB2-11-05 95.0
PB2-11-06 90.2
PB2-11-08 94.0
V11 Avg 92.5
PB2-13-09 96.5
PB2-13-10 96.6
PB2-13-11 92.5
PB2-13-12 95.3
PB2-13-13 97.4
PB2-13-14 96.1
PB2-13-15 95.2
PB2-13-16 96.5
V13 Avg 96.3
PB20.13.13 post-wirebonding resistances
nearest neighbors, and shorts to the ground plane. We define wirebond yield to be all
bolometers which do not have any shorts and have the expected lead resistance divided
by 1140, which includes all the possible channels we have read out for. Table 2 shows an
example resistance heat map for a V13 array and tabulates yield for 15 candidate V11
and V13 arrays. We find that problematic shorts and opens are randomly distributed
across the array and are consistent with particles and pinhole defects in the photoresist
during processing creating unwanted holes and/or bridges in our patterned structures.
At this time, we do not report the end-to-end cryogenic yield.
Any arrays that do not have sufficient wirebond yield at room temperature and/or
have visually identifiable or known defects are discarded. However, we find that arrays
that pass visual inspection also meet the wirebond yield requirement of greater than
90%. The V11 arrays have an average warm yield of 92.7%, and the V13 arrays have
an average warm yield of 95.6% as shown in Table 2.
3.2 Cryogenic Characterization
Arrays that pass warm characterization are then cooled down in one of the test beds
available to our collaboration to validate the cryogenic properties of the arrays [12].
At the moment, complete characterization of our candidate arrays is ongoing, so we
only report on a subset of all bolometer properties for a subset of our candidate arrays.
We split cryogenic characterization into two categories: dark and optical. Since the
majority of our test beds are dark cryostats, we provide comparatively more data on
dark bolometric properties.
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V13V11
Fig. 3 Histograms showing distributions for Rn, Tc, and Psat from both V11 and V13 arrays. The targets
for Rn and Tc are the same between V11 and V13. The target for V13 Psat is higher by a factor of ∼ 2
compared to V11 when we account for the boost in optical efficiency (Color figure online)
3.2.1 Dark Characterization
In this paper, we only report on the results of dark characterization and refer the reader
to Elleflot 2018 (LTD17 JTLP) for a detailed description of bolometer characterization
procedures and algorithms [12]. We present representative histograms of Rn, Tc, and
Psat from both V11 and V13 arrays in Fig. 3.
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A
B C
Fig. 4 Peak-normalized spectra from array PB20-13-26 are shown in (a). The spectra match the simulated
bands (dash lines) and fit into the atmospheric windows (solid black line) at the POLARBEAR site. They
also avoid the carbon monoxide lines at 110 (dot dash line) and 115 GHz (dotted line). Each band has
a bolometer for each frequency and polarization. A plot of a bolometers response to a rotating linearly
polarized grid (blue stars) and fit (yellow line) is shown in (b). A beam map of a 90 GHz bolometer taken
from array PB2-13-26 using a lenslet nearly identical to those we plan to deploy is shown in subfigure (c).
The data are shown as the color map, and the contours are two-dimensional Gaussian fits to the data (Color
figure online)
3.2.2 Optical Characterization
We present the optical characterization for a single array characterized at UC Berkeley.
For this test, we raised the Tc of the TES’s of one of our V13 arrays in order to make the
bolometer have saturation powers suitable for laboratory measurements. We optically
characterized four bolometers in three pixels to verify the optical performance of the
V13 arrays.
We characterized the band passes, beams, and polarization efficiency of these pixels
and present a subset of these data in Fig. 4. We find that the pixels have beam ellipticities
of 2% and 8%, polarization efficiencies of 95.4% and 97.8%, and bandwidths of
89 ± 12.5 GHz and 148 ± 20 GHz for the 90 and 150 bands, respectively.
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3.3 Conclusion
We plan to deploy PB2-A, the first of three receivers in the Simons Array in 2018.
We have fabricated enough candidate V11 (SiOx with “cross overs”) and V13 (SiNx
with “cross unders”) arrays to populate PB2-A focal plane with either version. Array
characterization is underway to determine the final focal plane configuration. Initial
testing results of these candidate arrays indicate that we have both good inter- and
intra-array uniformity. The V13 arrays have higher yield and better optical efficiency
than V11 arrays and are more likely to be deployed.
Acknowledgements We acknowledge support from the MEXT Kakenhi Grant 21111002, NSF Grant AST-
0618398, NASA Grant NNG06GJ08G, the Simons Foundation, Natural Sciences and Engineering Research
Council, Canadian Institute for Advanced Research, Japan Society for the Promotion of Science, and the
CONICYT provided invaluable funding and support. Detectors were fabricated at the Berkeley Marvell
Nanofabrication Laboratory.
References
1. S.W. Henderson, R. Allison, J. Austermann, T. Baildon, N. Battaglia, J.A. Beall, D. Becker, F. De
Bernardis, J.R. Bond, E. Calabrese, S.K. Choi, K.P. Coughlin, K.T. Crowley, R. Datta, M.J. Devlin,
S.M. Duff, J. Dunkley, R. Dünner, A. van Engelen, P.A. Gallardo, E. Grace, M. Hasselfield, F. Hills,
G.C. Hilton, A.D. Hincks, R. Hlozek, S.P. Ho, J. Hubmayr, K. Huffenberger, J.P. Hughes, K.D. Irwin,
B.J. Koopman, A.B. Kosowsky, D. Li, J. McMahon, C. Munson, F. Nati, L. Newburgh, M.D. Niemack,
P. Niraula, L.A. Page, C.G. Pappas, M. Salatino, A. Schillaci, B.L. Schmitt, N. Sehgal, B.D. Sherwin,
J.L. Sievers, S.M. Simon, D.N. Spergel, S.T. Staggs, J.R. Stevens, R. Thornton, J. Van Lanen, E.M.
Vavagiakis, J.T. Ward, E.J. Wollack, Advanced actpol cryogenic detector arrays and readout. J. Low
Temp. Phys. 184(3), 772–779 (2016)
2. W.L.K. Wu, P.A.R. Ade, Z. Ahmed, K.D. Alexander, M. Amiri, D. Barkats, S.J. Benton, C.A. Bischoff,
J.J. Bock, R. Bowens-Rubin, I. Buder, E. Bullock, V. Buza, J.A. Connors, J.P. Filippini, S. Fliescher,
J.A. Grayson, M. Halpern, S.A. Harrison, G.C. Hilton, V.V. Hristov, H. Hui, K.D. Irwin, J. Kang,
K.S. Karkare, E. Karpel, S. Kefeli, S.A. Kernasovskiy, J.M. Kovac, C.L. Kuo, K.G. Megerian, C.B.
Netterfield, H.T. Nguyen, R. O’Brient, R.W. Ogburn, C. Pryke, C.D. Reintsema, S. Richter, C. Sorensen,
Z.K. Staniszewski, B. Steinbach, R.V. Sudiwala, G.P. Teply, K.L. Thompson, J.E. Tolan, C.E. Tucker,
A.D. Turner, A.G. Vieregg, A.C. Weber, D.V. Wiebe, J. Willmert, K.W. Yoon, Initial performance of
bicep3: a degree angular scale 95 ghz band polarimeter. J. Low Temp. Phys. 184(3), 765–771 (2016)
3. A. Suzuki, P. Ade, Y. Akiba, C. Aleman, K. Arnold, C. Baccigalupi, B. Barch, D. Barron, A. Bender,
D. Boettger, J. Borrill, S. Chapman, Y. Chinone, A. Cukierman, M. Dobbs, A. Ducout, R. Dunner, T.
Elleflot, J. Errard, G. Fabbian, S. Feeney, C. Feng, T. Fujino, G. Fuller, A. Gilbert, N. Goeckner-Wald, J.
Groh, T. De Haan, G. Hall, N. Halverson, T. Hamada, M. Hasegawa, K. Hattori, M. Hazumi, C. Hill, W.
Holzapfel, Y. Hori, L. Howe, Y. Inoue, F. Irie, G. Jaehnig, A. Jaffe, O. Jeong, N. Katayama, J. Kaufman,
K. Kazemzadeh, B. Keating, Z. Kermish, R. Keskitalo, T. Kisner, A. Kusaka, M. Le Jeune, A. Lee, D.
Leon, E. Linder, L. Lowry, F. Matsuda, T. Matsumura, N. Miller, K. Mizukami, J. Montgomery, M.
Navaroli, H. Nishino, J. Peloton, D. Poletti, G. Puglisi, G. Rebeiz, C. Raum, C. Reichardt, P. Richards,
C. Ross, K. Rotermund, Y. Segawa, B. Sherwin, I. Shirley, P. Siritanasak, N. Stebor, R. Stompor, J.
Suzuki, O. Tajima, S. Takada, S. Takakura, S. Takatori, A. Tikhomirov, T. Tomaru, B. Westbrook, N.
Whitehorn, T. Yamashita, A. Zahn, O. Zahn, The polarbear-2 and the simons array experiments. J.
Low Temp. Phys. 184(3), 805–810 (2016)
4. B.A. Benson, P.A.R. Ade, Z. Ahmed, S.W. Allen, K. Arnold, J.E. Austermann, A.N. Bender, L.E.
Bleem, J.E. Carlstrom, C.L. Chang, H.M. Cho, J.F. Cliche, T.M. Crawford, A. Cukierman, T. de Haan,
M.A. Dobbs, D. Dutcher, W. Everett, A. Gilbert, N.W. Halverson, D. Hanson, N.L. Harrington, K.
Hattori, J.W. Henning, G.C. Hilton, G.P. Holder, W.L. Holzapfel, K.D. Irwin, R. Keisler, L. Knox,
D. Kubik, C.L. Kuo, A.T. Lee, E.M. Leitch, D. Li, M. McDonald, S.S. Meyer, J. Montgomery, M.
Myers, T. Natoli, H. Nguyen, V. Novosad, S. Padin, Z. Pan, J. Pearson, C. Reichardt, J.E. Ruhl, B.R.
Saliwanchik, G. Simard, G. Smecher, J.T. Sayre, E. Shirokoff, A.A. Stark, K. Story, A. Suzuki, K.L.
Thompson, C. Tucker, K. Vanderlinde, J.D. Vieira, A. Vikhlinin, G. Wang, V. Yefremenko, K.W. Yoon,
123
Journal of Low Temperature Physics (2018) 193:758–770 767
SPT-3G: a next-generation cosmic microwave background polarization experiment on the South Pole
telescope, vol 9153 (2014) p. 91531P
5. R. Gualtieri, J.P. Filippini, P.A.R. Ade, M. Amiri, S.J. Benton, A.S. Bergman, R. Bihary, J.J. Bock,
J.R. Bond, S.A. Bryan, H.C. Chiang, C.R. Contaldi, O. Doré, A.J. Duivenvoorden, H.K. Eriksen,
M. Farhang, L.M. Fissel, A.A. Fraisse, K. Freese, M. Galloway, A.E. Gambrel, N.N. Gandilo, K.
Ganga, R.V. Gramillano, J.E. Gudmundsson, M. Halpern, J. Hartley, M. Hasselfield, G. Hilton, W.
Holmes, V.V. Hristov, Z. Huang, K.D. Irwin, W.C. Jones, C.L. Kuo, Z.D. Kermish, S. Li, P.V. Mason,
K. Megerian, L. Moncelsi, T.A. Morford, J.M. Nagy, C.B. Netterfield, M. Nolta, B. Osherson, I.L.
Padilla, B. Racine, A.S. Rahlin, C. Reintsema, J.E. Ruhl, M.C. Runyan, T.M. Ruud, J.A. Shariff, J.D.
Soler, X. Song, A. Trangsrud, C. Tucker, R.S. Tucker, A.D. Turner, J.F. van der List, A.C. Weber, I.K.
Wehus, D.V. Wiebe, E.Y. Young, SPIDER: CMB polarimetry from the edge of space. ArXiv e-prints
(2017)
6. A. Suzuki, P.A.R. Ade, Y. Akiba, D. Alonso, K. Arnold, J. Aumont, C. Baccigalupi, D. Barron, S.
Basak, S. Beckman, J. Borrill, F. Boulanger, M. Bucher, E. Calabrese, Y. Chinone, S. Cho, B. Crill, A.
Cukierman, D.W. Curtis, T. de Haan, M. Dobbs, A. Dominjon, T. Dotani, L. Duband, A. Ducout, J.
Dunkley, J.M. Duval, T. Elleflot, H.K. Eriksen, J. Errard, J. Fischer, T. Fujino, T. Funaki, U. Fuskeland,
K. Ganga, N. Goeckner-Wald, J. Grain, N.W. Halverson, T. Hamada, T. Hasebe, M. Hasegawa, K.
Hattori, M. Hattori, L. Hayes, M. Hazumi, N. Hidehira, C.A. Hill, G. Hilton, J. Hubmayr, K. Ichiki, T.
Iida, H. Imada, M. Inoue, Y. Inoue, K.D. Irwin, H. Ishino, O. Jeong, H. Kanai, D. Kaneko, S. Kashima,
N. Katayama, T. Kawasaki, S.A. Kernasovskiy, R. Keskitalo, A. Kibayashi, Y. Kida, K. Kimura, T.
Kisner, K. Kohri, E. Komatsu, K. Komatsu, C.L. Kuo, N.A. Kurinsky, A. Kusaka, A. Lazarian, A.T. Lee,
D. Li, E. Linder, B. Maffei, A. Mangilli, M. Maki, T. Matsumura, S. Matsuura, D. Meilhan, S. Mima,
Y. Minami, K. Mitsuda, L. Montier, M. Nagai, T. Nagasaki, R. Nagata, M. Nakajima, S. Nakamura, T.
Namikawa, M. Naruse, H. Nishino, T. Nitta, T. Noguchi, H. Ogawa, S. Oguri, N. Okada, A. Okamoto,
T. Okamura, C. Otani, G. Patanchon, G. Pisano, G. Rebeiz, M. Remazeilles, P.L. Richards, S. Sakai, Y.
Sakurai, Y. Sato, N. Sato, M. Sawada, Y. Segawa, Y. Sekimoto, U. Seljak, B.D. Sherwin, T. Shimizu, K.
Shinozaki, R. Stompor, H. Sugai, H. Sugita, J. Suzuki, O. Tajima, S. Takada, R. Takaku, S. Takakura,
S. Takatori, D. Tanabe, E. Taylor, K.L. Thompson, B. Thorne, T. Tomaru, T. Tomida, N. Tomita, M.
Tristram, C. Tucker, P. Turin, M. Tsujimoto, S. Uozumi, S. Utsunomiya, Y. Uzawa, F. Vansyngel, I.K.
Wehus, B. Westbrook, M. Willer, N. Whitehorn, Y. Yamada, R. Yamamoto, N. Yamasaki, T. Yamashita,
M. Yoshida, The LiteBIRD satellite mission: sub-Kelvin instrument. J. Low Temp. Phys., this Special
Issue LTD17 (2018)
7. M.H. Abitbol, Z. Ahmed, D. Barron, R. Basu Thakur, A.N. Bender, B.A. Benson, C.A. Bischoff, S.A.
Bryan, J.E. Carlstrom, C.L. Chang, D.T. Chuss, K.T. Crowley, A. Cukierman, T. de Haan, M. Dobbs,
T. Essinger-Hileman, J.P. Filippini, K. Ganga, J.E. Gudmundsson, N.W. Halverson, S. Hanany, S.W.
Henderson, C.A. Hill, S.-P.P. Ho, J. Hubmayr, K. Irwin, O. Jeong, B.R. Johnson, S.A. Kernasovskiy,
J.M. Kovac, A. Kusaka, A.T. Lee, S. Maria, P. Mauskopf, J.J. McMahon, L. Moncelsi, A.W. Nadolski,
J.M. Nagy, M.D. Niemack, R.C. O’Brient, S. Padin, S.C. Parshley, C. Pryke, N.A. Roe, K. Rostem, J.
Ruhl, S.M. Simon, S.T. Staggs, A. Suzuki, E.R. Switzer, O. Tajima, K.L. Thompson, P. Timbie, G.S.
Tucker, J.D. Vieira, A.G. Vieregg, B. Westbrook, E.J. Wollack, K.W. Yoon, K.S. Young, E.Y. Young,
CMB-S4 Technology Book, 1st edn. ArXiv e-prints (2017)
8. C.A. Hill, S.M.M. Bruno, S.M. Simon, A. Ali, K.S. Arnold, P.C. Ashton, D. Barron, S. Bryan, Y.
Chinone, G. Coppi, K.T. Crowley, A. Cukierman, S. Dicker, J. Dunkley, G. Fabbian, N. Galitzki,
P.A. Gallardo, J.E. Gudmundsson, J. Hubmayr, B. Keating, A. Kusaka, A.T. Lee, F. Matsuda, P.D.
Mauskopf, J. McMahon, M.D. Niemack, G. Puglisi, M. Sathyanarayana Rao, M. Salatino, C. Sierra,
S. Staggs, A. Suzuki, G. Teply, J.N. Ullom, B. Westbrook, Z. Xu, N. Zhu, BoloCalc: a sensitivity
calculator for the design of Simons Observatory. ArXiv e-prints (2018)
9. Y. Inoue, P. Ade, Y. Akiba, C. Aleman, K. Arnold, C. Baccigalupi, B. Barch, D. Barron, A. Ben-
der, D. Boettger, J. Borrill, S. Chapman, Y. Chinone, A. Cukierman, T. de Haan, M.A. Dobbs, A.
Ducout, R. Dünner, T. Elleflot, J. Errard, G. Fabbian, S. Feeney, C. Feng, G. Fuller, A.J. Gilbert, N.
Goeckner-Wald, J. Groh, G. Hall, N. Halverson, T. Hamada, M. Hasegawa, K. Hattori, M. Hazumi,
C. Hill, W. L. Holzapfel, Y. Hori, L. Howe, F. Irie, G. Jaehnig, A. Jaffe, O. Jeong, N. Katayama, J.P.
Kaufman, K. Kazemzadeh, B.G. Keating, Z. Kermish, R. Keskitalo, T.S. Kisner, A. Kusaka, M. Le
Jeune, A.T. Lee, D. Leon, E.V. Linder, L. Lowry, F. Matsuda, T. Matsumura, N. Miller, K. Mizukami,
J. Montgomery, M. Navaroli, H. Nishino, H. Paar, J. Peloton, D. Poletti, G. Puglisi, C.R. Raum, G.M.
Rebeiz, C.L. Reichardt, P.L. Richards, C. Ross, K.M. Rotermund, Y. Segawa, B.D. Sherwin, I. Shirley,
P. Siritanasak, N. Stebor, R. Stompor, J. Suzuki, A. Suzuki, O. Tajima, S. Takada, S. Takatori, G.P.
123
768 Journal of Low Temperature Physics (2018) 193:758–770
Teply, A. Tikhomirov, T. Tomaru, N. Whitehorn, A. Zahn, O. Zahn. POLARBEAR-2: an instrument
for CMB polarization measurements, vol. 9914 (2016) p. 99141I
10. B. Westbrook, A. Cukierman, A. Lee, A. Suzuki, C. Raum, W. Holzapfel, Development of the next
generation of multi-chroic antenna-coupled transition edge sensor detectors for CMB polarimetry. J.
Low Temp. Phys. 184, 74–81 (2016)
11. M.A. Dobbs, M. Lueker, K.A. Aird, A.N. Bender, B.A. Benson, L.E. Bleem, J.E. Carlstrom, C.L.
Chang, H.-M. Cho, J. Clarke, T.M. Crawford, A.T. Crites, D.I. Flanigan, T. de Haan, E.M. George,
N.W. Halverson, W.L. Holzapfel, J.D. Hrubes, B.R. Johnson, J. Joseph, R. Keisler, J. Kennedy, Z.
Kermish, T.M. Lanting, A.T. Lee, E.M. Leitch, D. Luong-Van, J.J. McMahon, J. Mehl, S.S. Meyer,
T.E. Montroy, S. Padin, T. Plagge, C. Pryke, P.L. Richards, J.E. Ruhl, K.K. Schaffer, D. Schwan, E.
Shirokoff, H.G. Spieler, Z. Staniszewski, A.A. Stark, K. Vanderlinde, J.D. Vieira, C. Vu, B. Westbrook,
R. Williamson, Frequency multiplexed superconducting quantum interference device readout of large
bolometer arrays for cosmic microwave background measurements. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 83(7), 073113–
073113–24 (2012)
12. A. Suzuki, P. Ade, Y. Akiba, C. Aleman, K. Arnold, C. Baccigalupi, B. Barch, D. Barron, A. Bender,
D. Boettger, J. Borrill, S. Chapman, Y. Chinone, A. Cukierman, M. Dobbs, A. Ducout, R. Dunner, T.
Elleflot, J. Errard, G. Fabbian, S. Feeney, C. Feng, T. Fujino, G. Fuller, A. Gilbert, N. Goeckner-Wald, J.
Groh, T. De Haan, G. Hall, N. Halverson, T. Hamada, M. Hasegawa, K. Hattori, M. Hazumi, C. Hill, W.
Holzapfel, Y. Hori, L. Howe, Y. Inoue, F. Irie, G. Jaehnig, A. Jaffe, O. Jeong, N. Katayama, J. Kaufman,
K. Kazemzadeh, B. Keating, Z. Kermish, R. Keskitalo, T. Kisner, A. Kusaka, M. Le Jeune, A. Lee, D.
Leon, E. Linder, L. Lowry, F. Matsuda, T. Matsumura, N. Miller, K. Mizukami, J. Montgomery, M.
Navaroli, H. Nishino, J. Peloton, D. Poletti, G. Puglisi, G. Rebeiz, C. Raum, C. Reichardt, P. Richards,
C. Ross, K. Rotermund, Y. Segawa, B. Sherwin, I. Shirley, P. Siritanasak, N. Stebor, R. Stompor, J.
Suzuki, O. Tajima, S. Takada, S. Takakura, S. Takatori, A. Tikhomirov, T. Tomaru, B. Westbrook, N.
Whitehorn, T. Yamashita, A. Zahn, O. Zahn, Detector and readout assembly and characterization for
the polarbear-2 experiment. J. Low Temp. Phys. 184, 805–810 (2018)
Aﬃliations
B. Westbrook9 · P. A. R. Ade2 ·M. Aguilar3 · Y. Akiba4,5 · K. Arnold1 ·
C. Baccigalupi6 · D. Barron7 · D. Beck8 · S. Beckman9 · A. N. Bender10,11 ·
F. Bianchini12 · D. Boettger13 · J. Borrill7,14 · S. Chapman15 · Y. Chinone9,16 ·
G. Coppi17 · K. Crowley1 · A. Cukierman9 · T. de Haan18 · R. Dünner13 ·
M. Dobbs19 · T. Elleﬂot1 · J. Errard8 · G. Fabbian20 · S. M. Feeney21 ·
C. Feng22 · G. Fuller1 · N. Galitzki1 · A. Gilbert19 · N. Goeckner-Wald9 ·
J. Groh9 · N. W. Halverson23,24,25 · T. Hamada5,26 ·M. Hasegawa4,5 ·
M. Hazumi4,5,16,27 · C. A. Hill9,18 ·W. Holzapfel9 · L. Howe1 · Y. Inoue5,28 ·
G. Jaehnig23,25 · A. Jaﬀe29 ·O. Jeong9 · D. Kaneko16 · N. Katayama16 ·
B. Keating1 · R. Keskitalo7,14 · T. Kisner7,14 · N. Krachmalnicoﬀ6 ·
A. Kusaka18,30 ·M. Le Jeune8 · A. T. Lee9,18,31 · D. Leon1 · E. Linder7,18 ·
L. Lowry1 · A. Madurowicz9,18 · D. Mak29 · F. Matsuda1 · A. May17 ·
N. J. Miller32 · Y. Minami5 · J. Montgomery19 ·M. Navaroli1 · H. Nishino5 ·
J. Peloton33 · A. Pham12 · L. Piccirillo17 · D. Plambeck31 · D. Poletti6 ·
G. Puglisi6 · C. Raum9 · G. Rebeiz1 · C. L. Reichardt12 · P. L. Richards9 ·
H. Roberts23,25 · C. Ross34 · K. M. Rotermund34 · Y. Segawa4,5 ·
B. Sherwin18,35,36 ·M. Silva-Feaver1 · P. Siritanasak1 · R. Stompor8 ·
A. Suzuki9,31 ·O. Tajima4,5 · S. Takakura5,37 · S. Takatori4,5 · D. Tanabe4,5 ·
R. Tat9,18 · G. P. Teply1 · A. Tikhomirov34 · T. Tomaru5 · C. Tsai1 ·
N. Whitehorn9 · A. Zahn1
123
Journal of Low Temperature Physics (2018) 193:758–770 769
1 Department of Physics, University of California, San Diego, CA 92093-0424, USA
2 School of Physics and Astronomy, Cardiff University, Cardiff CF10 3XQ, UK
3 Departamento de Fisica, FCFM, Universidad de Chile, Blanco Encalada 2008, Santiago, Chile
4 The Graduate University for Advanced Studies (SOKENDAI), Miura District, Hayama,
Kanagawa 240-0115, Japan
5 High Energy Accelerator Research Organization (KEK), Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-0801, Japan
6 International School for Advanced Studies (SISSA), Via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy
7 Space Sciences Laboratory, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
8 AstroParticule et Cosmologie (APC), Univ Paris Diderot, CNRS/IN2P3, CEA/Irfu, Obs de Paris,
Sorbonne Paris Cite, Paris, France
9 Department of Physics, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
10 High-Energy Physics Division, Argonne National Laboratory, 9700 S. Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL
60439, USA
11 Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics, University of Chicago, 5640 South Ellis Avenue,
Chicago, IL 60637, USA
12 School of Physics, University of Melbourne, Parkville, VIC 3010, Australia
13 Instituto de Astrofisica and Centro de Astro-Ingenieria, Facultad de Fisica, Pontificia
Universidad Catolica de Chile, Av. Vicuna Mackenna 4860, 7820436 Macul, Santiago, Chile
14 Computational Cosmology Center, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA
94720, USA
15 Department of Physics and Atmospheric Science, Dalhousie University, Halifax, NS B3H 4R2,
Canada
16 Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (Kavli IPMU, WPI), UTIAS,
The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan
17 The University of Manchester, Manchester M13 9PL, UK
18 Physics Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
19 Physics Department, McGill University, Montreal, QC H3A 0G4, Canada
20 Institut d’Astrophysique Spatiale, CNRS (UMR 8617), Univ. Paris-Sud, Universite Paris-Saclay,
bat. 121, 91405 Orsay, France
21 Center for Computational Astrophysics, Flatiron Institute, 162 5th Avenue, New York, NY
10010, USA
22 Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California, Irvine, CA 92697-4575, USA
23 Center for Astrophysics and Space Astronomy, University of Colorado, Boulder, CO 80309, USA
24 Department of Astrophysical and Planetary Sciences, University of Colorado, Boulder, CO
80309, USA
25 Department of Physics, University of Colorado, Boulder, CO 80309, USA
26 Astronomical Institute, Graduate School of Science, Tohoku University, Sendai 980-8578, Japan
27 Institute of Space and Astronautical Science (ISAS), Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency
(JAXA), Sagamihara, Kanagawa 252-0222, Japan
28 Institute of Physics, Academia Sinica, 128, Sec.2, Academia Road, Nankang, Taiwan
29 Department of Physics, Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK
123
770 Journal of Low Temperature Physics (2018) 193:758–770
30 Department of Physics, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan
31 Radio Astronomy Laboratory, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
32 Observational Cosmology Laboratory, Code 665, NASA Goddard Space Flight Center,
Greenbelt, MD 20771, USA
33 Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Sussex, Brighton BN1 9QH, UK
34 Department of Physics and Atmospheric Science, Dalhousie University, Halifax, NS B3H 4R2,
Canada
35 DAMTP, University of Cambridge, Cambridge CB3 0WA, UK
36 Kavli Institute for Cosmology Cambridge, Cambridge CB3 OHA, UK
37 Osaka University, Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, Japan
123
